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POETRY.
From Arthur's Home Gazette.

FEBRUARY RAIN.

BY L. BOSTWICK.

Starless lb Wg ht, n'l d rr nr V;

And my ear is very weary
Listening to the wind's wild sighing, d

And the wsts's more hoarse replying r

die fitful dash and flutter h

Of dead' , again 'be shatter: t
d lb beating,

TO the pattering' ll

T Ai earring and ret.""""' e

.And the riotous retrain c

Of the February rain. n

ti

If I slumber, dream I only j,
Of all things most stark and lonely;

Beating cliffs, with ahadows dismal, c

Lost in Meekest deeps abysmal; th

Spectral horsemen, madly riding
Spectral sails, in moonlight gliding is
Lightning-tcarr'- and blacken'd brencher, te
Clicking, shuddering avalanches . tn
Strange that thought should catch saoh train
From the February rain! e0

Yet, I know the kind earth kcepeth oil

Every little drop that creepeth

Down among the roots of flowers, fei

To make glad the April hours.
'.Midst the roots of grains and grasses, t.
Whispering, as the cold flood passes,

"Lo 'neeth aspect of affliction, ce
Nature's holiest benediction! gt
Fairer crown shall Summer gain

ml
For the Februar) rain!" he

And from this I tain would borrow ah

Comfort In my night of sorrow; vii

Trusting that its clonds, distilling au
Now such bitter tears, and filling tj,
All my heart with doubt and sadness, nc
Yet shall water germs ol gladness; ,
flowers, whose bloom shall languish never; h

Pure resolve, and strong endeavo- r-
p(

Hopes sereue, and chastened fooling; j4
Clear-eye- d laith, to Heaven upstcaling
Patient-waitin- solf-den-

Till I bless this atormy trial,
Even aa flower, and fruit, and grain,

Bless the Februsry rain!
EDINBURGH. O.

Maintain Plighted Faith.

SPEECH.
OF

HON. S. P. CHASE, OF OHIO.
IN THE SENATE FEBRUARY 3.1854.

Against the Repeal of Missori
Prohibition of Slavery North of 36

30
[CONTINUED.]

tlon, approved March 'Jt, 1845, for annexing M

Texas to the United States, it being ordained of
that 'the territory properly included within th

nd rightfully belonging to the Republic of
Texas, may be erected into a new State,' Si
&.C.' it ia the opinion and judgment of Con- - In
gress, that the admission of Texas into the T
Union, with the boundaries described by the fu

laws thereof, not objected to by the United d
States, at the time of such annexation, is of
conclusive, as against the United States, of l

the rightof Texas to the territory iueluded ni

within such boundaries." ti

The recognition proposed by this resolution je
would give to Texas all the land east of the m

Rio Grand, and a line drawn from it aource a

to the forty second parallel, and west of the tl
line between the United States and the Span- - a
iah possessions already described.

Now, sir, of the territory within this claim tl

of Texas, that part between the 33 and 38 k

of north latitude, and west of 103 of longi- - tl

tude, was incorporated iato the Territory of ti
New Mexico, That part between the 89th o
parallel and the Arkansas river, stretching a
north toward the d parallel in a long nar- - fi

row atrip, and that other part included within e
100 and 103 of longitude, and 36 80 t
north latitude, and the Arkansas river, were a

not incorporated into New Mexico, nor relill- - v

iuiahed to Texas, but became a part of the
territory of the United States. Here are r

thee V tracts of country, which the Sena- - c

tor says were cut off from Texas, and incor- - j

norated into New Mexico. If the claim of i

'as wa valid, they were cut off from her i
v. but they were not incorporated into i

terriLoij "- - The Senator is totally mia- - s

New Mexu t; andit is not a trifling mis- - r

take lbs. west of New Mexico, be- - t

take. The trusk 'Arkansas river, con- - i

tween So 3D n tu dequern mile. It t

lains over twenty statute entente of the
the e Connec- -it not easy to estinw as

other track. Tn rs is e lnr. I nod New J

ticut Rhode Island, Mlusetu, tracU I

Ham nut lofnt)f, ?h twn tU, ,

hZmr hw UBt
England. eclud.ng Mein

whol. of New
4 here are a. , of loei,
ofpyhicheou.

Ue im.n,r. Not one S
trants, nor prob. "J incorporated into ai
footoftbieterritoi tfenator aaeerted u
Nnw Mexico, and y .j,, tht here was a a
that ft nil wu. I rej. s Benato that he s
greet error. I ihow t. vlaj atatement. But c
wee nnsy in a very mate. f feUify ing the a
did I accuse him, therefore, , wilM mia- - i
poblichiitorr oftbe country K n U' '

PrenttWor (tiuliwSA . Ub t0
ihe Sector, VfitiMr mXt, Mntrpn- -

pen to have with him, t will correct the error,
but I will not reproach the man. I will not
charge him with violeting truth, or with in-

tentional misrepresentation!
I said the other day to that Senator, when

he proposed to deny to me a postponement
warranted by the usagee of the Senate, that
I thought him incapable of understanding the
obligations of courtesy. I prefer now to re-

strict that statement, and say that the Sena-
tor, on that occasion, under some excitement,
perhaps, and perhaps influenced nlso by an
over-anxio- desire to hasten the vote upon
hie bill, disregarded tb obligatione which
courtesy imposes. I make this remark be-

cause I am unwilling, under any provocation,
to do any injustice to a political or personal
opponent. 'While I say this, however, I
ught, perhaps to add in reference to n re-

mark which fell from the Senator on that
that at no time did ( ever approach

lim with a smiling face, or aa angry face, or
tny face at all, to obtain from him a

of hie bill, in order to gain time for
he circulation of attacks upon it. I have
condemned his biil strongly, and have con-
temned his action in bringing forward this
epeal of the Missouri prohibition. But I
avedone no injustice to the Senator. All
hat I have done at all I have done openly. I
iave not waged, nor will I wage a war of
pithets. It neither accords with my prin- -

iplee, nor with my tlites. But while I wage
such war, I dread none. Neither vitupera-ion- ,

nor denunciation, will move me, while I

eve the approval of my own judgment and
xience. But I did not intend to recur to '

j. mtei, Cnd willingly dismiss it.

If the Sena ,or ' wronsTi,s ' have shewn be c

of all thein incorporation
, re.pect to l
rritory cut off from 'i ." into New ico- - '
en he is also wrong in hu declaration that (
e compromise act of 1850 i.' LJTrve and rcaasert the principle of the

prohibition.
The facts are few and simple, and the

from them obvious and irresistible.
The third article ol the joint resolution for w

e annexation orTexasread thus: 11

"New States, of convenient size, not
four in number, in addition to said F

ate of Texas, having sufficient population. '

ly hereafter, by the consent of said State, Cl

formed out of the Territory thereof, which
all be entitled .o admission under the pro- - di

lions of the Federal Constitution. And -

ch States as may be lormed out of that per- -

in of said Territory lying south of it 30 n

irth latitude, commonly known as the Mis- - li
uri compromise line, shall be admitted iuto P1

e Union,' with or without slavery, as the r'
lople of each State asking admission may '

sire. And in such State or Statee aa shall
t formed out of said Territory north of said
issouri compromise line, slavery or involun- - b;

ry servitude (except for crime) shall be '

ohibited." c

Here is an express stipulation that alavery di

all be prohibited in any State formed out of Cl

e territory of Texas north of 36 30. This l

as a valuable stipulation for freedom, in case ,r

e elaimof Texas was a valid one to the a

hale territory within her boundaries. The w

;nator from Virginia regarded that claim as '
ilid; and it was upon his motion that the
oviso which I now proceed to quote was in- - 1

irporated into the Texas boundary bill:
"Provided, That nothing herein contained
all be construed to impair or qualify art- -

iino contained in the third article of the
cond section of the joint resolution for an- - v

xing Texas to the United States, approved '
arch 1, 1845, either as regards the number n

States thst may hereafter be formed out of h

e State of Texas or otherwise. "
Here was a compile t between two States. 8

) far as the parties were competent to enter
to it, it wss obligatory and permanent. '
hat compact covered all the territory right- -

ly within the limits of Texas, until rescin- - r

id.. It could make no difference if a portion 11

' that territory should be subsequently re- - I
nquished to the United Slates. That would
)t disturb the effect of the compact. But b

lis matter wss not left to inference or con- - 11

cture. At the very moment of relinquish-ien- t,

the United States and Texas, by e

peeing to the proviso I hsve quoted, saved f

le compact, and continued it in full force in f
II its provisions. '

Nothing can be clearer, then, than that, if 1

le two tracts of country of which I have apo- - '

en were within the rightful claim of Texas, c

ie compact applied to them, and the prohibi- - 1

on of slavery in thefStates to be created out I

f them, ia still in force. And it is, perhaps,
1

t this day the oflly prohibition which ia in .1

tree there; for the Missouri prohibition,
nacted In 1820, may be regsrded an restric-sdt- o

the limits of the Louisiana acquisition '
s defined by the tresty with Spain, which 1

rns concluded iu that year.
But the Senator from Illinois saya that the I

irohibitlon in the annexation resolution was '

if no practical effect, except to preserve the
irinciple of the Missouri compromise. That
ras true, if Texas never had any just claim
lorth of 36 e 30. Upon that supposition, '

ilso, the Mason proviso had no effect as pre
ervlng and reaffirming an actual prohibition
lorth of 36 30, but slill served to preserve
be piinciple. It is impossible to maintain, '

is the Senator does, that the third article of
he original joint reaolution, though of no '

iractical effect, preserved the principle of the
f issouri compromise, and yet deny that the

fatonproviso, which reaffirms and reestab- - '
iahes, as part of a new compact, every pro- -

islon of that third article preserves that prin-- i
pie. If the principle was preserved by one,

t must be by the other.
" have now, I think, demonstrated that the

r from Illinois waa clearly wrong in '

JHJJl the incorporation of all the terri- -

70j'rrom Texas into New Mexico;

Sfiwpte'OTP derriKg
M,,"u"

ftVmance of th. P''P1'
onromise by on. v.ry compromise

which, .. hnwouiu' y, "pw-2- d

it Certainly th. Ben.U. when ll

leed to the bill ofwhrch It fVM Prt, muet

to keep JPS of the third article
,)BB retolntien. Qn of the pwleion.

prohibited slavery north of If) 0. That
provision preserved th. principle of the Mis-

souri compromise. T. proviso, taken in
connection with that provision, mskee it
clesr beyond all question thst the Comprom-
ise acts preserved that principle, and rejected
th. consequence which it Is now sought to
force upon them.

I submit to the Senate if I have not com-

pletely vindicated this part of the appeal aga-

inst the speech of the Senator The errors,
mistake, misrepresentations, are all his own.
None are found in the appeal.

The third specification of the Senator char-
ges th. signers of th. appeal with misrepre-
sentation of the original policy ef the country
in reaped to slavery. The Senator says:

"The argument of this manifesto is predi-
cated upon th. assumption that the policy of
th. fathers of the Republic waa to prohibit
slavery in all th. Territories ceded by th. old
State, to the Union, and made United 'States
territory forth, purpose of being organized
into new Statea. I take issn. upon thst
statement."

The Senator then proceeds to attempt to
ihow that the original policy of the country
waa one of indifferenliam between slsvery
ind freedom; and that, in pursuance of it, a
geographical line was established reaching
from the eaat to the western limit of the ori-

ginal States that iato aay, to the Mississippi
riv.r. Sir, if anything ia susceptible of abso-
lute historical demonstration, I think it is the
proposition that the founders of this Republic
never contemplated any extension of slavery.
Let us for a few moments retrace the past.

What was th. general sentiment of the
iountry when th. Declaration of Indepen- - l

lence waa promulgated! I invoke Jefferson i

s a witness. Let him speak to us from his t

tave, in the language of his memorable ex- - i

ositlon of the rights of British America, laid !

efore the Virginia convention in Auguat, t

774. These ar. his words:
' The abolition of domestic slavery ia the a

reaet object of desire in these colonies, I

here It vTM nri introduced Iri their c

ifant state."
' J 1

In the spirit which nniHtaWd Jefferson, the r
irst Congress the old Cwnt of 177- 4- a

nong their Sret acU, entereu ."to solemn d

nvenant against the slave traffic. '
In 1776, the Declaration of Independancc, tl

rafted by Jefferson, announced no auch low V

id narrow principles aa se.m to be in faah- - a

n new. That immortal document asserted p

d right of th. strong to oppress th. w.ak, of b

i. majority to enslave the minority. It b

romulgated th. sublime creed ef human t

ghts. It declared that all mer are created tl

ual, and endowed by their Creator with in- - p

lienable 'ights to life and liberty. t

The first acquisition or territory was 'made o

t the United States three yeara before the
loption of th. Constitution. Just after th. g
)untry had emerged from the war of Indepen- - c

:nc, whan its atruggles, perils, and prin- - rl

plea, were fresh in remembrance, and the tl

.frit of the Revolution yet lived and burned r
l every American heart, we made our first q

:quisitlon of territory. That acquisition tl

as derived from I mignt, perhaps, better a

ty confirmed by th cessions of Virginia, d

ew (York, and Connecticut. It was the fi

erritory northwest of the river Ohio. o

Congress forthwith proceeded to consider a

e subject of its government. Mr. Jefferson
Ir. Howell, and Mr. Chase were appointed a l

jinmitiee to draft an ordinance making pro- c

l.lon for that object. The ordinance repor- - f

id was the work or Mr. Jefferson, and is t
larked throughout by his spirit of eompre- - a

ensive intelligence and devotion to liberty, f

t did not confine its regards to th. territory c

dually acquired, but contemplated further I

cquisitions by the cessions of other States, d

t provided for the organization of temporary C

nd permanent State governments in all ter- -

tory, whether "ceded, or to h. caaWd," from v

i 31st parallel, the boundary between the e

Inited States and the Spanish province of n

'lorida on the south, to the 43d parallel, the I

oundary between thla country and the Brit- - i

ih possessions on the north. t
Th. T.rritory was to be formed into a

kaies; the settlers were to receive authority s

rem the General Government to form tern- -

orary governments. Tho temporary gov- - i

rnment. were to continue until the pepula- - i

ion should increase to twenty thousand in- -

labitants; and then the temporary were to be

onverted into permanent governments were t

o be established upon certain principles, ex- - j

iressly set forth in the ordinance) as their
lasia. Chief among the, wss th. impor-an- t

proviso t. which I now aak th. attention
if the Senate;

"After the year 1809 of the Christian -- re

here shall be neither alavery nor involuntary
tervitude in any of the ssid Statea, otherwise
;han in the punishment of crimes whereof the
parties shall have been duly convicted to have
ieen personally guilty."

Let it be rioted end remembered that this
proviso spplied not only to the territory which
had been ceded already by Virginia and the
ither States, but to all territory ceded and to

be ceded. There was one inch of territory
within the whole limits of the Republic which
was not covered by the claims of one or ano- - j

ther of th. Stat... It wasthen th. opinion
fmany statesmen Mr. Jefferson himself

among them that the United States, under!
th. Constitution, Were incapable of acquiring
lerntory outaide of the original States. The .

lefferaon proviso, therefore, extended to all
territory which It was then supposed the
United Statea could poaaibly acquire

Well, what waa th. action of Congress

jpon this proviso! Mr. Speight, of North
Carolina, moved that it be stricken from the
erdin.nc, and the vote stood, for the proviso
six Statea New Hampshire, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Connecticut New York, and
Pentsylvania, against it, three Statea Vir-- 1

gtnla, Maryland and South Carolina. Dele-war- e

and Georgia were hot then represented
ia the Congress, and tha vote of North Caro-

lina, being divided, waa not counted: nor waa
tha vote of New Jeraey counted, one delegate
only being present. But the Senate will ob-

serve that tha States stood aix to tbr... Of
the twenty three delegates preeaat, tite-iM-s

wars) for th. proviso, and asvaa agalnet.it.
The vote of tha Statea was two to oaa, and
that of tba delegates more than two to one
for the proviso. But under the provisions of
tha Article, of Confederal ian which then
controlled the legislation of Congress, the j

votes of a majority of III the States were he-- 1

ceasary to retain the proviso in the ord nance
It failed, consequently , precisely aa a proriaa
ia a treaty must fsll unless it receive the
votes of two thirds of the members of the
Senate. Sir, if that doctrine of the rights ot
majorities, of which we hesr so much and
see in actual practice so little, had thea been
recognized if the wishes of a majority of tha
Statea, and of tha majority of the delegates,
had prevailed if the almost universal senti-
ment of the people hjod been respected, the
question of slavery in this country would have
been settled that day forever. All the terri-
tory acquired k.'JJKl JJniosi would have been
covered with the impenetrable cgis of free-
dom. But then, as now, there was a slave
power. The interest waa comparatively
small and the power comparatively weak;
but they were sufficient, under the then exis-
ting Government, to defest the proviso, and
iranafer the great question of slavery to fu- - '

tore discussion. The fscts which 1 have de- -

tailed, however, are sufficient to show what
was the general sentiment, and what was the
original policy of the) country in respect to '

slavery. It was one of limitation, discoura- -

gement, repression. .
I

What next occurred! The subject of or- - I

ganiaing this Territory remained before Con- - I

gress. Mr. Jefferson, in 1785, went to France
Ilia great influence was no longer felt in the t

councils of the country, but his proviso re- -

named, and in 1787 was incorporated into 1

.he ordinance for the governmeut of the ter- - t

itory nortbweat ofthe fiver Ohio. I beg the c

Senate lo observe, that, this territory waa, at
hat moment, the . Veahsjl ijlmji belonging to I,

the United Statea. i will not troeble the Sen t
te by reading the proviso of the ordinance, f

t is enough to say thst the Jefferson Proviso p

f 1784, coupled with a provision aaving to o

he original State of the Unions right to d

pclaim fugitives from service, was incorpor- - I
ted into the ordinance, and became a fun- - 1

amental lar over ewry foot of nationsl ter-- e

itory. What was the policy indicated by n

lis action by the fnVh?" Ofthe Republic! f

Va. it that of indiAfntis.--
u between slavery

nd fraedoml thst establish.'.?? a geogra- - e

hical line, on one aide of which tht.'a should a

a liberty, and oa the other side of slavery,

oth equally under the protection and court-- - a

snanee of tha Government! No, sir; tha fur- - c

lest thing possible from that. It waa the p

olicy of excluding slavery from an natiohal a

srritory. It waa adopted, too, under re-- e

mrkible cireomtne4i . The territory over C

rhich It was estsbllshed wasclaimed by Vir- - k

inia, in right of her charter, and in right of tl

onquest; The gallant 3eorge Rogera Cla-k- e,

one of the bravest and noblest sons of n

lat State, had, with a small body of troops, d

lised under her authority, invaded and con- - p

uerod the territory. Slavery waa already

lere, under the French colonial law. and U

Iso, if the claim of Virginia was well foun- - it

ed, under the laws of that State. These si

icts prove that the first application of the e

riginal policy of the Government converted p

lave territory into free territory. e

Now, sir, what guaranteea were givert for li

he maintenance of this policy in time to n

ome! I one, upon this floor, adverted to a al

act, which has not attracted so much atten- - o

ion, in my judgement, as iu importance de- - h

erves. Il islhls: While the Congress was

raming thia ordinance almost the last act.ji
f its illustrious labor. ai. convention which ll

-- urned the Constitution waa sitting in Phila- - 1;

elphia. Several gentlemen were members o

f both bodies, and at the tunc thia ordinance f

rasadopted.no proposition in respect to sla- - C

eiy had been discussed in the convention, a

xcept that which resulted in the establish-- d

ient of tha three fifths clause. It is impose- - o

ble to say, with abaolute certainty, that the
ncorporaiioa of that clause into the Consti-- 1 s

ution, whioh gave tbeaUve Statea a repre- - f

eolation tor three fiftha of their alavea, had a

ny thing to do with the unanimous vole by u

vhichihe proviso wss ingrafted upon the or-- c

i nance; but the coincidence is remarkable,
ind justifies the inference that the facts were o

:onnected. At all events, the proviso can t
tardJy fail lo have been regarded as affording l
i guarantee for the perpetuation of the policy e

which it established. ' F

Already seven of the original tbiiteea t
States had taken measures for the abolition
f slavery witia'taif m,t kai mn T !

garded aa free Si7" six only of the ori- - t

ginal Stales were regarded aa slave States, t

The ordinance provided lor the creation of I

five n.w free Bute., and thus secured the t

decided ascendency of the free Stales in tbe

Confederalioa. The perpetuation of slavery t

even in any State, it is quite obvious, was

not then even thought of, '
And no v sir, iet me ask the attention of I

the Senate to the Constitution itself. That 1

charier of our Government was not formed i

upon proalavery principles, but upon anli. I

slavery principles. It nowhnre recogniaes i

any right of property in man. It nowhere I

confer upon the Government which it ere- - i

stee, any power to eetablisb or continue slav- -

ery. Mr. Madison himself records, in hia
Report of tbe Debate of the Convention, hia i

own declaration, that it was "wrong to admit I

in tba Constitution the idea that ther. could

b. property in men." Every clause in tbe

Constitution which refer in any way to i

lav. speaks of lem as persons, and ex- -

eludes the idea of property. In some of tha
States, it i true, alavea ware regarded as

property.
The language of Mr. Justice McLean on

this point la very striking. Ha aaya:
"That can am divest them of the leading &

controlling quality of persons by which th.y
are designated in thia Constitution. Tba
character af property ia given them by the
local law. Thia law ia respected, and ail
righta under it are protected by the Federal
authorities. But the Constitution acta upon
slaves aa persons, and not as property."

Wall, air, not only was the ia of propr- -

It oka . . tn a,sjjaii .'
!

'ty in men eve hided from th. Constitution;
not only wss ther. n. power granted to Con j

grass to authorize or enable any man to hold
another as property, but an amendment was
afterwards ingrafted upon the Constitution,
which denied all stich power.

The history of thst smendmetit is worth '

sttentiun. The State which the Senators
from Virginia so ably represent on this floor''
was one of those which immediately after the
Constitation proposed amendments of it.
One of the amendments which she proposed4
was this- -

'No freeman ought to be taken, Imprison- -'

ed. or deprived of his freehold, liberties, or
franchises, outlawed, or exiled, or in any
manner deprived of bis life, liberty, or prop '

erty, but by the Isw of the lend."
Did Congress adopt that amendment! No,

ir; It adopted and proposed to the Btste a
rery different amendment. It was tbiss

"No person shall be deprived of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of
law." I

Now, sir, in my judgment, this prohibition
was intended as a comprebenaive guarantee
if persons! freedom, and denies absolutely to I

Congress the power of legislating for the
!stblishmenl or maintenance of slavery. i

rhis amendment of itself, rightly interpret
Ind spplied, would be sufficient to prevent jt
the introduction of slaves into any territory (

icquired by the United States. At all events,
.aken in connection with tha ordinance, and I

with the original provision of the Constitu- -

ion, it shows conclusively the absence of all 1

mention upon the part of the founders of l
he Government to afford any countenance
ir protection to slsvery outside of Btste i
imita. Departure from the true interprets- - i

ion of the Constitution haa created tbe no- - c

easity for positive prohibition. p

My general view upon this subject Is simp-- ll

f this: Slavery ia tbe subjection of one man t
u the absolute disposal of another man by i

erco. Master and slave, according to the
rinciples ofthe Declaration of Independence, d

nd by the law of nature, are alike men, en- - c

owed by their Creator with equal rights, s

lir, Mr. Pinckney was right, when, in the s

luryland House of Delegates, he exclaim- - ti

tl, "by the eternal principles of justice, no s

ian in the Stale has a right lo hold his slave li

r s single hour." Slavery then exists no-- tl

'here by the law of nature. Wherever it A

xists at all, it must be through tbe sanction ti
nd support of municipal or State legislation, ft)

Upon this state of things the Constitution hi

rts. It recogniaes all men as persons. It fc

no power, but, on the contrary, ex-- vi

ressly denies to the Government of it ere- - a

lion all poiver to aetablish or continue slav- - a

ry. Congress hs no more power under the f

institution to mske a lve than to make a a

ing; no more power to .MaWiest alavery, a

inn to establish the luquisition. o

At the same time the Constitution confers tl

0 power on Congress, but, on the contrary, a

eniea all power to interfere with the internal H

jiicy of any Slate, sanctioned and establish- - a
1 by its own Constitution and its own legis- - bi

ition, in respect to the personal relations of 0
s inhabitants. The Statea under the Con-- a!

itution, are abaolutely free from all interfer-- tl
nee by Congrea in that respect, except, b;

erhsps, in tne case of war or insurrection; n

nd may legislste as they please within the
mitations of their own constitutions. They y

lay allow wrongs. But Stale laws, by which u

every is allowed and regulated, can operate al

nly within the limits of the State, and can f
ave no extra-territori- al effect. ft!

Sir, I could quote the opinions of southern
idges ad infinitum, in support of the doctrine
mi alavery is against natural right, absolute- - s

f dependent for existence or continuance up-- n

Slat, legislation. I might quote the scorn- - f
il rejection by Randolph of all aid from the f
ieueral Government to the institution of a
lavery within the States. I might quote the fi

ecision of tha celebrated Chancellor Wythe,
f Virginia overruled afterwards, I know, B

ir.in the court of appeals that alavery waa )
9 against justice, that the presumption of tl

reedom must be allowed in favor of every f,

lleged slave suing for 1'berty, and that thej
nus of proving ihe contrary rested upon the tl

oaster. 6
I think I have ehown that the Ordinance

f 1787, and the Constitution of the United
Itatea, were absolutely in harmony one with a

tie other; and that if the ordinance had nev- -

r been adopted, the Constitution itself prb- - n

erly interpreted, and administered, would (
lave excluded slavery from all newly-acqui- r- f,

d territory. But, sir, whatever opinion may

ie entertained in respect to the interpret!.- - .
ion of the Constitution which I defend, one t
hing is absolutely indisputable, and that is, (
bat it was the original policy of the country L
o exclude slavery from all national territory, j

That policy was never departed from until c

he year 1790, when Congress accepted thj j
ession, of what is now Tennessee, from f

forth Csrolina. But did the acceptance of ,

bat ceesion indicate any purpos. of estab- -

mlnng a geographical line between alavery ,

md freedom! Why, sir, on the contrary, the c

state of North Carolina, aware thst in the c

ibsence of any etipulation to the contrary, j

ilav.ry would b. prohibited in the ceded ter- - j

itory, :n pursuance of the established policy c

f the Government, introduced into her deed ,
f cession an expr.ss provision, that the anti- - c

ilavery artiele of the ordinance of 1787 ,

mould not b. applied to it. It may b. eaid (

that Congress should hav. refused to accept ,

lb. cession. I agree in that opinion. But ,

ilavery already exiatad in the district aa part ,

if tbe State of North Carolina, and it waa

probably thought unreasonable to deny the

wish of the Stat, for its continuance.

The same motive decided the aciion of

Georgia in making her cession of the terri- - !

tory between her western limits and the

Mississippi, and tba action of Congress ac--

cepting it. The acceptance ol both the,
cession, aa well aa the adoption and reenacl-ma- nl

by Coagreaa of th. slav. laws of Msry-lan- d

for th. District of Columbia, were de-

parture, from urifinal policy; but th.y indi-cave- d

no purpoaa to'aatablisb any geographic-

al line. TUey were theteaultof hagradual-l- v

lnersinittdir.aca to th elsims of

freedom, plsinly pereeivsble In the history of I

the country after the adoption of th.
Lmher Msrtln had corrplalned In !

1788, thst "when our own liberties were at j

stake we warmly felt for the common rights
of msn. The danger being thought to be
passed which threstened ourselves, we are
daily growing more and more insensible to
those rights." It was this growing insensi- -'

bility which led to these departures from ori-
ginal policy. Afterwards, in the 1803, Louisi-sn- s

wss scquired from Frsnce. Did we then
hssten to establish a geographical line! No,'
sir. In Louisiana, as in the territories ac-

quired from Georgia and North Carolina,
Congress refrsined from spplying the policy
of 1787; Congress did not interfere with ex-
isting slsvery; CongTe. contented itself
with ensctments prohibiting, absolutely, the
introduction of slsvrs from beyond the limits
tf the United States; and also prohibiting'1
Iheir introduction from sny of the States, ex- -
:ept by bona fide owners, actually removing 1

o Louisiana for settlement. When Louisi- - 1

ins wss admitted into the Union, 1812, no 1

estriction was imposed upon her in respect
o slsvery. At this time, there were slaves '
til along up the west bank of the Mississippi 1

is far as St Louis, and perhaps even above. '
In 1818 Missouri spplied for admission into

' '
he Union. The free State awoke to the c

lauger of the total overthrow of the original
lolicy of the country. They saw no State
iad taken measures for the sbolition of
lavery since the adoption of the Constitution, 1

rhey ssw thst the feeble attempt to restrict c

he introduction of slaves into the territories
icquired from Georgia and from Frsnce hsd '
itterly failed. They insisted, therefore, that 1

n the formation of a constitution, the people j
1

f the proposed State should emVody in it a
revision for the gradual abolition of the ex-- 1

ting slavery, and prohibiting the further in-)- "

roduction of slaves. By this time the elsvej '
nterest had become strong, and the slsvef
'ower was pretty firmly established. Thcjv
emsnd of the free States was vehemently 8

ontested. A bill preparatory to the admis- - c
ion of Missouri, containing the proposed re-- !

triction, wss passed by the House and scntj c

f the Senate. In the body the bill was n

mended by striking out the restriction: the u

louse refused to concur in the smendment; n

ic Senate insisted upon it, end the bill failed. Cl

t the next session of Congress the con- - n

oversy wss renewed. In the mean time ll

iaine had been severed from Massachusetts. Ul

d adopted a constitution, and had applied
r admission into the Union. A bill pro- -

11

ding for her admission psased the House, w

ad was sent to the Senate. This bill wss 01

mended in the Senate by tacktng to it a bill fr

r the admission or Missouri, and by the "
ddition of a section prohibiting slavery in
II the territory acquired by Louisiana nortb
r 38 30. The House refused to concur in li

tiese amendments, and the Senate asked for P'

committee of conference, to which fthe "
C(

ouse agreed. During the progress of these
fsnts, the House, after passing the Maine w

ill, had also passed a bill for the admission e

f Missouri, embodying the restriction upon
avery in the State. Tbe Senate amended ri

ie bill by atriking out the restriction, and
f inserting the section prohibiting slavery
orth of 36 30.
This section came from the South, through w

Ir. Thomas, a Senator from Illinois, who had t!

niformly voted with the slave States against
restriction. It was adopted on the 17th

ebruary, 1820, as an amendment to tbe 11

Uine and Missouri bill, by 34 ayes, against "
0 noes. c

Mr. HUNTER. I think that the provi- - "
ions passed without a division in the Senate. "

Mr. CHASri. The Senator ia mistaken.
'ourteen Senators from the slave States, Sl n.

iventy from the free Ststes voted for that J
mendment. Eight from the former, and two
rom the latter voted against it. No rote by P

yes and noes wss taken when the same w

mendment waa engrafted upon the separate 4

lissonri bill, a few dsys later; the sense of '

ie Benate having been ascertained by the '

irmer vote.
This was tbe condition of mattera when

ie committee of conference, for which the
lenste had ask.'d, made their report. The
embers' of the committee from the Senate ''

ere, of course, favorable to the Senate
mendments. In the House, the Speaker, .

Ierrt CLar, was also in favor of them, Si e'

e had tbe appointment of the committee. s'

)t course he took care, as he har since in- -

jrmed the country, to constitute the com- - "
littee in such manner and of such persons 11

s would be most likely to secure their sdop- -

ion. The result was what might have been '
xpected. It recommended that the Senate
liould recede from its amendment to the 1

Iaine bill, and that the House should con-u- r

in the amendments to the Missouri bill. e

Enough members from the free State were
ound to turn the scale against the proposed c

estriction of slavery in the Stste; and the
,mendment of the Benate striking it out
vas concurred in by ninety yeas sgainst 1

ighty-seve- n nays. From this moment sue- - t
lesslul opposition to the introduction of '

llissourijjwith slsvery was impossible. Notli- -

ng remained but to determine the character '
if the residue of the Louisiana acquisition;
nd the amendment prohibiting slavery north '

if 36 30 was concurred in by one hundred J

md thirty-fou- r yeas against forty-tw- o nays. '
Df the yeas, thirty-eigh- t were from slave & c

ilnety-si- x from free States; of the nays,
hirty-ieve- n were from slave States and five

rom free. Among those who voted with the

The vote wss as follows: I

AYKS Mcesrs. Morrill and Parrot, of New
tarapshlre; MelleR and Ottls, of Massachusetts; 1

Dana and Lanman, of Connecticut; Burrlll and I

hunter, of Rhode laland: Palmer and Tichonor. of .

Vermont; King and Sanford, of New Yorks Dieker-o- n

and WiUon, ol New Jereev, Lowrie and-- ' llob- -

ru of Peunaylvanlai Kuif Trimble, of j

hio; Horsey and Van DyLe, ol Delaware Lloyd
and Pinkny, of Maryland; Siokes, of North Caro-

lina; Johnson and Logan of Kentucky; Eaten and
vVillinins, of Tennessee; Brown and Johnson, ol

Louisiana; Leake, of Misaliippi; King and Walker
of labama; Edwards and Thomas, ot Illinois.

NOES---Messr- s. Noble and Taylor, of Indiana;
Barbour and Pleasants.of Virtinu; Moeor, of North
Carolina; Oalllard and Smith, of South Carolina;
Kllioti ano Walker. f Ocorajis; sad WllhisM, oj

MIssUsW
1 ' t - ; 4 '

-

'vi-fb taw asj
l i ilid r- -s

msjority was Mr. Lowrdm, of South Cam-lin- s,

who, vote, estimated by th. Worth Si
honor of the man, outweighs msny oppositea

Now, for the flntjtime, waa a geogrspblcai
line established between slavery and freedom
in this country.

Let us pause, and ascertain upon whs' prin-
ciple this compromise was adopted, and to
what territory it applied. The controversy
was between the two greet sections of the
Union. The subject was a vast extent of
ilmos' unoccupied country, embracing tha
whole territory west of tha Mississippi. It
was territory in which slsve law existed st
Ihe time of acquisition. The compromise
section contained no provision allowing slav-
ery aouth of 36 30. It could never have
received the sanction of Congress if it had.
Fhe continuance of slavery there was !eft
o the determination of circumstances. There
vas, probably, an implied understanding that
Congress should not interfere with the oper-itlo- n

of tho. circumstances and that wss
ill. The prohibition north of 30 30 was
ibsolute end perpetual. The oct in which it
vas contained was submitted by the Presi-le- nt

to h:s Cabinet, for their opinion upon
he constitutionality of that prohibition.
iAWUVM, Crawford, snd Wirt were mem-ier- s

of that Cabinet. Each, in a written
pinion, affirmed its constitutionality, and the
ct received the ssnction of the President,
fhus we see that the parties to the arrange-
ment were the two sections of the country-- he

free Ststes on one side, the slave States
n the other. The subject of it was, the
vhole territory west of the Mississippi, out-id- e

of the Btateof Louisiana; and the prac-ic-

operation of it was, the division of this
erritory between the institution of slavery
nd ihe institution of freedom.
The arrangement was proposed by the

Isve Ststes. It was earned by their vote.
i large majority of wuthern Senator voted
it it; a majority of southern Representatives
oted for it. It waa approved by all tbe
outhern members of tbe Cabinet, and

the sanction of a southern President,
'he compact was embodied in a single bill
ontaining reciprocal provisions. The

of Missouri with slavery, and tbe
nderstanding that slavery should not be pro-
fited by Congress south of 36 3 30, were
insiderstions of the perpetual prohibition
jrth of that line. And that prohibition was
ie consideration of tbe admission and the
iderstanding. The slsve Ststes received a
rge shsre of the consideration coming to
lem, paid in hand. Missouri was admitted
ithout restriction by the act itself. Every
ther pert of the compact, on the part of the
ee States, has been lulfilled to the letter.
0 psrt of the compact on the part of th
ave States has been fulfilled at all, except
the admission of lows, and the organiza-o- n

of Minnesota; and now the slave Statea
opose to break up the contract without th.
insent snd sgsinst the will of the free
tstes, and upon a doctrine of aupersedure
Inch if sanctioned at all, must be inevitably
(tended so as to overthrow the existing pro-biti-

of slavery in all the organized Ter-torie- s.

Let me read to the Senate some paragraphs
om N ilea's Register, published inBsltimore
larch 11, 2820, which show clearly what
as the universal understanding in respect to
lie arrangement:
"The territory north of 36 30 is 'forever'

irbidden to be peopled with sliver, except in
ie State of Missouri. The right, then, to
iliibit slavery in any of the Territories is
learly and completely acknowledged, and it
i conditioned as to some of them, that eveu
hen they become States, slsvery shall be
orever' prohibited in tbem. There is no
ardship in this. The territories belong to
nited States, snd the Government may right-ill- y

prescribe the terms on which it will dis-

use of the public lands. This great point
a agreed to in tbe Senate, 33 votes to 11)
nd in the House of Representatives by 134
) 42, or really 149 to 37. And we trust thst

is determined 'forever' in respect to tbe
ountries now subject to the legislation of tha
leneral Goverament."

I oak Senators particularly to mark thia:
" is true the compromise is supported only

) the Utter of the law, repealable by the
which enacted it; but th circumstances

f the case give to this law a moral forcr
juat to that of a positive provision of the

and we do not haxard anything by

nying that the Constitution exists in its
Both parties hare sacrificed much

j conciliation. We wish to see the compact
rpt in good faith, and we trust that a kind
'ro .deuce will open the way to relieve us of
n evil which every good citizen deprecates
s the supreme curse of the country."
That, sir, waa the language of a Maryland

r, in 1820. He expressed the universal
of the country . Here then is a

ompact, complete, perfect, irrepealable, so

ar as any compact, embodied in a legislative
ct, can be said to be irrepealable. It had tho
wo section of the country for its parties, a

r- -' Territory for its' subject, and a perma
ient adjustment of a dangerous controversy
or its object. It was forced upon the free
itatea. Il haa beeu literally fulfilled, by th.
ree Slate. It is binding, indeed, only upon
ion or and conacience; but, in such a matter,
he obligations of honor and conscience must
ie regarded as even more sacred than thos.
if constitutional provisions.

Mr. President, if there was any principle
vhich prevailed in this arrangement, It ws
hat of permitting the continuance of (lavery
n the localities where it actually existed at
he time of the acquisition af the Territory,
ind prohibiting it in the paru of tbe Terrl-or-y

in which no alavea wera actually held,

t'his wss a wide departure from the original
lolicy which contemplated tbe exclusion of
ilavery from territories in which it actually
ixiated at ibe time of acquaitiou. But tba
id.a that slavery could ever be introduced Into

free territory, under the sanction of Congress,

hsd not, a yJt, entered into any man's bead.

Mr. President, I shall hasten lo a conclu-

sion. In 1M we acquired a vast territory

from Mexico. Tbe free States demanded thst
this territory, fteo whan acquired, sauld r

a


